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- Fairly Repreſented : 
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Lay-Baptiſm Invalid. 


In which is 0 


The Unreaſonableneſs of the Clamours, and the 
Weakneſs of the Arguments, which are brought 
by thoſe who would make all LAx-BAPTIS N 


abſolutely Null and Void. 


Occaſioned by 


The ſevere Reflections made in ſeveral of their 
Writings; and particularly in 4 Letter from 
4 Prieſt of the Church of of England, and R-for 
of a Church in the Cit Chat of London : And in 
_ The Biſhop of Oxford's arge. Conſider d. 
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of a Church 
it. the City of London. You @ e there {et eff 
E. Annes in the Ca iſe of God and 

bis Church, and are ſentet to have dont 
loriouſly in "their Detence, add ſeveral fink 
4 things therein are (aid of your Zang ne 
| „ y thing * 7 | 
: ng you onthe aſt Ready your = 
1 themfelves our Performances. —_ 
3 cal only break in ſo 3 your Joy, it x 

to ew you; and. the Genthnan Tots wine | 


mi fy Metit 17 Fol Cale 550 "Wop 203 

en, nor any great Comumendations due ta 

You or him on that Account. 

His firſt Sweetnings are, when he tells - you, 

That the Grateful Ræſentments be entertains, 

are, as he believes and hopes, in conjunton 

with the moſt, at leaſt rhe — & Learned and Or- 

thodox of bis Brethre t is this but to 

make © Ba Thoughts of # of boa Controverſy the 

Teſt of their Learning and Orthodoxy , and 

then to tell the World, That your Adverſaries 
in it are Few, Unlearned, and Unſound in 

Pfal. xi. 4. Principles? Thus the Arrogant of Old, We are 

Job xxxii. hey that ought to ſpeak: We have fo und out 

13. Wiſdom. But let this Reverend Rector con. 

ſider, that the Reflection will not fall on the 

Biſhops and Clergy of this Age alone, who 

differ from him and you in this Matter, but 

on the Chief, if not All of our Firſt Reformer, 

and on many of the Greateſt and Beſt of thoſe 

Divines who. have Vindicated and Supported 

the Reformatzon. Let him think of thoſs Great 

Names Cranmer, Ridley, Parker, M bitgiſt, 

Bilſon, | Bancroft, Hooker Abbott, . Maſon, 

Coſins, Fell, Therndike ; to menti n no more. 

Ask your Friend, whether theſe, w.o were all 

of ton of quite different Sentiments from you, 

| in this Controverſy, muſt be reckon'd the leaſt 

Learned, or the. leaſt Orthodox of the Engliſh * 

Clergy ?. Agk him, if he is willing to throw 

Dirt o on their Characters, to Ingratiate himſelf 

with you? Or how was that conſiſtent with ir 

Learning, and Knowledge, and Soundneſs off E 

Judgment in Ages paſt, which becomes ſo great N 

2 Blemiſh now.? Think you what you pleaſe, m 

and beſpatter their Characters according to the E 

| belt, of all your Skill; yet, may my Name zz 

| have a Place even the * Place, am ny of 
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theſe Great and Good Men; ſo much now de- 
ſpiſed; ratheri than with yours, notwithſtand- 
ing all the Applauſes which this Reverend 
Gentleman ſo laviſhly. beſtows upon you. 
But what is all this great Acclamation for? 
It is, he tells you, for that Fuſtice and Piety, 
which, by the Grace God, you have ſo bappily 
declar'd towirds our Mother the Church of Eng- 
land, towards the Lniverſal Church, and 3 
the Redeemer, Head. and Protedlor of hit, our 
Saviour Chriſt in Aſſerting the Divine Inſtitution 
of bis Holy Sacraments: ++ This is certainly 
very well, and highly commendable. - But is 
this Praiſe due only to you, or you Friends 
and Abettors in this Controverſy? Have not 
your Adverfaries and Oppoſers in it both the 
Juſtice, and Pieiy, and the Grace of God, to de- 
clare, as heartily as you can, for our Mother 
the Church of England, and for the Univerſal 


the Divine Inſtitution of his Holy Sacraments? 
When you have proved that they have not, I 
dare promiſe you to give up the Cauſe, and am 
willing that they ſhall. then be abandoned, as 
wanting either Learning, or Soundneſs of Judg- 
ment, or bot. But till you have made good 
the Charge, I hope the World will not Fink 


and Aſſuming Pretences. . i; 
But to come cloſe to the Buſineſs. What 
this Reverend Gentleman ſo mightily applauds 
in you, is, your having aſſerted the Neceſſary 
Eficacy and Validity of the Sacraments in our 
Holy Orders and Adminiſtrations. Or, to be 


tial to the Holy Sacrament of Baptiſin, as that 
no Baptiſm can be Valid that is — 


Church, and Chrift the Head of. it, in Aſſerting 


that this Cauſe muſt be carried, by Boaſting, 


more Particular; your aſſerting the Divine 
Epiſcopal. Ordination of the Miniſter to be ſo Eſſen- 


pi 


5 Garn and that 


1s not 
fo IV — ny 
zed ya L rs wit on 
Baptized Wh This is your De» 
this is whe: your Reverend Friend 

bighty a ves and commends in you. 

ris Church of Exgland require us to 
allert ſuch Things as theſe, in Proof of our 
Fuſtice or Piety towards her? Or does the 
Univerſal Church, or Chriſt Himſelf, 
them ? 1 or your Friends 2 
E 2 all — fc 


Ces 

to 

fo 
But 


cal, being 
Erie, and 


made this appear 

ee you. I cannot 

but think your Reverend Friend too free in * 
liments, 


The Occafion of this Gentleman's 
du all theſe fine was, upon . Pub- 


Ting, in 22 . Fuse the 715 5 


of Myr Cari 25 be le 7 Lays n 
concerning t 4 ep | 
in: That what you bave Ny 


ing Baptiſm, may not be thought a /ingular and 


Prallicr of the Primittur Church, ind to the 4 
out beſt Reformed. I hope, after all his boaſted Nu 
and Piety towarils the Church of En Me 
does not intend the Proteſtant Charches of | 
France and Geneve to be the beſt Reformed ? 
And yet I believe they are the only Reformed 
Cliarches that he can produce favouring his 
Opinion. How far their Authorities are fot 
him, may be conſider d in its proper Place. 


COncerMe rh. 
nee Opinion, but = gereeable to the Dofirixe and rc 


I am now chiel concerned with the greet " 


which 
: As tho' 


Streſs that is. lai 


on this Controverſy, 
is repreſented of ſuch vaſt Im 


Peg. 8, 9. 1 Divine Infliturith of the Holy Spe dh parti 


the Sacred Pometr's of the Chriſtian Mi 
* Concerns & our Prafe os, 


al the 
good 


122. 


good thing s 77 are {ms | 
the Clergy, an q Jo Ger Cher oe £1 
were at Stake. | Would _ one, from theſe 

25 © 1 to thin that theſe Gentle, 
mer & Doifts, or 4rttiehrne 


an Libertines, Peek rather 
n a ee which, to ſpeak an 


of the Greateſt and Beſt Dir ines of feveral 
churches, and in — have been of a 
. + : But this is 


— nem prone 
A race 
of the FormidabloApprehenfions 


Da 
| 


be t to have ab your Oppoſers; 
This X22 you -more;Profdlytes than all 
| Foce dye imam Fog as it's munch 
> (alter to Fright ; People: with, Diſmal Storiey 
f the Dangers the Church; than to find them 
ut ; So, many Welkmeaning (Perſons - eaſily 
n into a Cauſe that caries the Appearance 
> many ie a ate Here pretended, 


ho are ngt 40le, or not 
amine, Whether the 


to 


en 
Pretances are Well 
rounded, or no: And ſo are carried away, by 
nne eee Teal, or Feat; - without any ac- 
e Judgment or Knowledge of the "tro: 
= of the Cauſe. 

| For thiy reaſon, T have pour taken it in 


ind ; with a deſign, 


I. To State. the Queſtion in Debate way: 
| fairly ; Nr with tha Principles and 
oC ines a lowed as good on either hand. & © 


II. To Examine the Force of the chief Argu- 
ents and Allegations; and then leave the Im- 
artial Reader to Judge z, and, upon 4 fair View 


Ache Whole, to D mine, Whet her he can find 
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22 Caſes, is the only Proper, Lawful Admini- 


81. 


2 thoſe Dreadful Conſe equences, and For- 
ble Dangers 1 Chriflianty, to "the Church 
of- If God, to the an Sacrament: e to tht 
Gin Prieſt Nr. By: 15 : mn, ſeen 

tos ſeals of Fen kee Ment: ere 


N. ifaw ſhould be allow 7 Vat * 119 vorm g ü 


In ta ting the 
Gi, Slang: Gerken. pw kavw, Sin 
ies Wel 1 2 2 wo 05 60 S r bett Ty ut 2 


1. That the the Contfbvet 185 bt abet "the 
Divine Inſtitutiolef the iti are 
or of the Chriſtiad Pri ſthood. Andit 8 
— 0 pon yo += this kind 

0 0 are nent; 
Tou Know, Simo ydur bwh Conſdetice, and 
— do all your Hareys that thoſt wh have ap- 
inft you” in this! Diſputé, do afffrin 

as Vel #8" you," r any of *your 
—— That the Chriflian Sactaments abet k 
Divine Inſtitution from our I * eſus Chriſti _ 
That the; Chiiftiare Mini tao: Andi ft 
that in all our Sacred Mihiſtrations, we do ad it 
in 1— Name and by the Authority of Jeſus 18 

5 1/8 TR) 918 O! 5 
— ha Tou know alfo, That the Diſpute i is nob 
abont -the Miniſters peculiar Right and Privi. 
lege to or in theſe Sacred Mini rations. You 
cannot deny; butthat-we aſſert, ag ſtrenuouſly 
as you, That the Lawful' Miner, in all 07d 


28280 


— 


of Chriſtian Baptiſm: That none elſeſ. 
ought in any - wiſe to be permitted or allowed 
to Adminiſter it, except in Cafes of great Ne 
ceſſit 7 which bas in ſeveral re hes been ce 
allowed: And tbat whoever ſhall take upon Pr 
them this Office, except in ſuch Extraordinary be 
allowed Caſes, are U/urpers of the Sacredy al. 
Powers of the Prieſtbood, and guilty of a very} ha 


Ys great 


[9] 

= Sin. Load then the Uſurpers of theſe 
oly Offices with- great Guilt, in ſuch their 

Uſurpations, as freely as yon pleaſe; you ſhall 

not find us making any Apologies in Vindica- 

tion of their Evil Practice. And therefore I 


think there was no need of all theſe heavy Out- See the 


cries and Exclamations againſt us; as tho' we 
were betraying all the Divine Rights and Privi- 
leges of the Clergy. For you know, again, 
3. That whatever Efficacy or Validity we 
allow in ſuch Uſurped Miniſtrations; yet we 
condemn them, as Irregular and Unlatoful. 
And, for ought that you yet know to the 
contrary, we are ready to Concur in any ſuch 


wy | Proper Methods to prevent theſe Ulurpations, 


as may conſiſt with the known Doctrines 
and Uſages of the Primitive Church, and of 
the Church of Exgland. In ſhort, Sir, you all 
know very well, | 

4. Laſtly, That the True State of the Que- 
ſtion, concerns the Perſons Baptized z and that 
it is, Whether a Perſon Baptized by One who 
is not a Lawful Miniſter, is Validly and Ef- 


2 fefually Baptized, or no? Whether the Ad- 


eryl has the only Right of mn Miniſtration, im all 


miniſtrator of that Sacrament, not being a 
Lawful Miniſter, makes the Baptiſm Null and 
Void, and neceſſarily requires that Perſon to 
be Baptized again? This, I hope, you will 
allow to be the Preſent State of the Controverſy, 
Fairly and Impartially repreſented. In which, 


you find, we allow, That the Miniſtration 


may be Unlawful! and Sinful, when performed 
by .an arrogant Uſurper, in a Caſe of no Ne- 
cellity, but by an impious Invaſion of the 
Prieſt's Office; and yet the Sacrament may 


I be Valid, as to the Perſon Baptized. Becauſe, 


altho* the Miniſter, by the Inſtitution of Chriſt 
Ordi- 
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L 10 | 
Ordinary Caſes , yet we look on this to ba 
a Divine Law of Diſcipline and Order, and IT 
that his Power is not hereby made Eſſential to Lo 
the Sacrament. So that the Deciſive Queſtion, It 
in all this Controverſy, is, Whether, by Chriſt's 
Inſtitution of this Holy Sacrament, the Mini- 
ſter's Office and Authority be a Matter of Chris 
ſtian Diſcipline and Order only, or an Eſſen» 
tial Part of this Divine Ordinance ? If it be a Ira 
Divine Law of Chriſtian Diſcipline only, then 
we have the better of it in this Cauſe z in that 
a Defet of this kind will not make the Baptiſm 
Null and Void, nor require the Perſon Baptized by: 
a Lay-man to be Baptized again; however Sinful 
that Lay-man's U/ſurpation of the Sacred Office 
may be. If, on the other hand, you have 
proved, or can prove it to be, an Eſſential Part 
of Baptiſm ; then a Defect of this kind muſt be 
allowed to make that Baptiſm Null; and re: 
quire all Perſons ſo Baptized, to be Baptized 
again. This is the main Matter now in 
Diſpute: And therefore I am now, | 


II. To Examine the Force of the Arguments 
and Allegations brought on each Side, and to 
leave the Reader to Judge of them as he 


fees mect- 


The main Strength of -your Plea, to prove 
the Miniſter's Office and Authority Eſſential Ch; 
to Chriftiau Baptiſm, is this; That as al Sa- Hof- 
craments muſt have their Validity and Efficacy II h 
from the Inſtitution and Commuſfion of Chriſt ; 10 ſob! 
every thing directed in this Inſtitution or Coms ſand 
wiſhen, thereby becomes Eſſential. And conſe ¶ the 
quently, every thing done againſt any Part of | 
the Inſtitution or Commiſfon, thereby becomes int 


Null and Void, and of no Validity or Effect. bel 
” This f ſhe 


114 


This is the full Subſtance of your Argument: 
Lo ſupport which Mathematically, and to give 
t the Force of Demonſtration, as Jou think; 
you give us, firſt, Definitions; then, Axicms : 
ind from thence form your Propoſi tions, and 
your Demonſtrations upon them; that all ma 
eem irrefragably Concluſtve. This is a go 2 
ray of Arguing, if you ſecure every Link f 
our Chain to hold faſt : But if any of the fiſt 
main Links fail you, all the reſt will do you © , 
ut little Service. And this, I am verily per- 
waded, is the Truth of your Cafe. Ex. gx. 
Yonr. 20 Definition, which is to teach us what 
nakes an Efential, runs thus: The Bffentia! . 
P. 2. Au- 
us | 


%. 


Parts of a Divine Poſitive Inflitunon, are thoſe g 2. 

which tue are obliged conſtantly to obſerve, trod 

rs long as the utmoſt Duration of the Force and + 

dbligation of the Inſtitution itſelf. I preſume, 

you intend all thoſe Things, which, by the In- 

ſtitution, are to be _— obſerved, ate 
xreby made Eſſential ; or elſe it will do you A 

no good. From this General Definition 

Eſſentials, you proceed to prove the Divine Pag: 15. 

Authority of ihe Adminiſtrator of Baptiſm to be 

an Eſſential Part of that Sacrament z; by 72 

ving, that it is conſtantly to be Obſerved, ar 

long as the utmoſt Duration of the Force antl 

Obligation of the Divine Poſitrve Inſtitution 

Chriſtian Baptiſm. This I take to be the WI ol 

bf your Argument, in its full Force and Strength. 

Ihope I have not ſet your Reaſoning-in any 

obſcurer Light than you yourſelf have done; 

and Jam ſure, I have not deſignedly diminiſh 

the Force of it. | | 

I did once think, not to have entred ſo far 
into the Merit of this Cauſe, as you call it; 

believing that it would have been ſufficient to 

ſhew World, how contrary this your 

B 2 Doctrine 
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Dactrine is to the known Doctrine and conftantÞ 1. 
Practice of the Church of England; which, tholffltho 
it has always aſſerted the Miniſter's peculiar 
Right and Privilege herein, yet has never made 
his Authority Eſſenjtal, . dae e a 
But I find, that both you and your Abettorſonc 
Glory in the impregnable Force of your Arguſ 3. 
ments. Dr. Hickes ſays, Ve have proved theþur 
4 Bude, liniſter'r Authority to. be Eſſential. You fay 
Grabe's f The Oppeſers baue not yet done any thing thi 
MSS. p. can overthrow your Propoſitions : The firſt © 
+ Biſbop of Which is, That the Commiſſion or Authorit) 

d': of the Miniſter, is an Eſſential Part of the Ini 1. 
Chorge ſtitution of Baptiſm. And your Reveren@his 
* 4 Prieſt and City Refor tells you, ¶ Jour Succeſſeſnve 

$14» bas been equal to your Wiſhes and Endeavorraor 
| Poe. &- Thus you would ſeem to ride Triumphant. - ; 
But with whatever Air of Aſſurance youſpe 
may think fit to Write, the World looks on iiſſe. 
as pretty Pert and Forward, for a Lay-man' tdþ-/; 
attack the Biſhops of the Church, as givingſþr:: 
* wo and Wrong Inſtructions to their Clergyior. 
and as ſetting Rules, which, you ſay, you havqhch 
before proved to be falſe. one. Jux 
I hope the Lord Biſhop of Oxford continue Pbſ 
abundantly Satisfy d and Pleas'd with the Rea ef. 
ſonableneſs and Juſtice of his Charge, notwithſſiti 
ſtanding all your Reflections upon it. I an 
ſure His Lordſhip has Reaſon ſo to do. Forfhnc 
after all your great Boaſting of your effectualln 
Proof, I hope I ſhall ſhew you, that you havÞb 
Proyed nothing of what you pretend to; butfial 
that your Arguments are Trifling, and youfo | 
pretended Reaſons not Concluſive; and that 
the very Foundations which you lay, are Rottenit 
and not able to ſupport them. n - 


0 
Fa, 
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ant 1. Your Definition of Eſſentials is not Good, 1 
thofſltho' the main Thing that you ought to have 1 
liaten ſure of. Ks OE | il | 
ade 2. Your Particular . of it to the 1 
Idminiſti ator of Chriſtian Baptiſm, is not 1 
oncluſive to your Purpoſe. And, . 1 
3. Laſtly, The Judgment and Practice of the 1 
theÞurch of England, and of the Primitive Church, 1 
ſayſſe undeniably againft you. Theſe are the 1 
tbahree Things that I would earneſtly recom- of 
t oftend' to your future Conſiderations. | 


rit Birth 1 
1. Your Definition of Eſſentials is not Good. 


Bu 


I 
enFhis is ſo main a Point, that you ought not to 
ſerve failed in it, becauſe all your JP20poOſt- 4 
urions and Demonſtrations are built upon # 
JJVand therefore if this be faulty, all the reſt 1 
youre good for nothing. Your Definition of 
n Mflentials, is, Thoſe "Things which'we are obliged | 
1 tqhpnſtantly to Obſerve, as long as the utmoſt Du- A 
inghation of the Force and Obligation of the Inflitu- 3 
gyn. Now, if I can produce any Inſtances of # 
avauch Things in a Poſitive Inſtitution, which, 
the Tenor of it, ought to be conſtantly 
ueePbſerved in it; and yet, when wanting, that 
den Pefect does not make Null or Invalid that In- 
ithſtitution; then your Definition will be found 
am njuſt and Untrue. For it will from hence 
*orgndeniably follow, That every thing Preſcribed 
ualin a Poſitive Inſtitution, altho' to be conſtantly 
aveÞÞbſerved, does not thereby alone become Eſfen- 
but 12 as your Definition affirms and declares it 
be. 1 od fr hh woll 
hat} To ſet this Argument in the clearer Light, 
tent may not be amiſs to obſerve in General, 
That the Holy Scripture teaches us to make a 
Fifference in the ſeveral Laws and Precepts of 
WÞod, both as to their Importance and the Ex- 
a tent 


ther therefore Commanded, 


-thority ot, God's Command. Now ''thele x 


| ſorts ; and either had reſpect to: 


is, to Obſerve from it, That alths* God, , unda 
: . t 


C14 ] 


1 

tent of their Obligation, according to 4 | 
a Matter they are n A for F 
ample : 


I. Some of them are about Things of tl | i: 
ſelves Intrinſically Good: Which are not the 
fore only Good, becuaſe Commanded ; but 7 
bedanſe Eſſentiall 
and - Intrinſically Good. - And\-theſe are % 
Univerſal and Everlaſting Obligation; whit f- 
can never buckle to any 1 of Time' ho 
Place: As, that. God is to de Loved, au Cc 
Fe, and Worſhipped, c. fen 
102. Others are meer Paſitivue Laus; whetit 
God requires ſuch Things to be done, wWhidhd 8 
haying no Intrinſic or Moral Excellency in then No 
receive all their Obligation from the A od 
all 
ſometimes, and in ſome meaſure, Controlled anſthi! 
Over-ruled- by the former. As the wr ObliÞn 
gation, to Reſt from all manner of Work of w⸗ 
the Subbath· Dh, was ſuperſeded and ceaſeſſat 
whenever Work became neceſſary to the I ght 
Exvation of Man or Beaſt, Works of Mercy 
as: Duties of Natural Religion, | Dorin 4 
in ſuch Caſes, the 3 of the me 
Paſitiue Command. But then, again, 

3. Theſe Paſſtiue Command were of Ty 


I. Such Things as were made thereby Poſctit 
Dut ies of Religion; as, Gm ,U,zçx Sacrifice x 
the Sabbath, &. f Or, len 

2. Such as related chiefly to- the Mannthe + 
how thoſe Duties were to be Performed z; vil 1 
at * a Place, on ſuch a Dyy, at ſuch 2 \ 


fink ſach Perſons, in ſuch Habit, and wit jg] 
4 ure, or other Rites, as Directed, nd 
Now the Uſe that I would make of all thi 


4 
Levitical Diſpenſation, gave Particular 
vs, as to the Manner of Performing all Du- 
almoſt in all ref] as to Time, Per- 
Ss, Places, Habits, and the like: And altho? 
WS: Divine Laws were to be Strictly and 
henſcienciouſly Obſerved, that Divine Offices | 
cht be Regularly and Orderly Performed ; _— 
alt theſe Laws were looked on rather as Di- © 
e Ge Laws of Diſcipline, than as Eſſentials of 4 
hi faid Inſtitutions. And the Detects herein, 
e Gtho' when proceeding from Profane Neglect, 
any} Contempt, were ſeverely Puniſhed in the 
fenders; yet they did not always make the 
Mfitution Null and Void, as to their Efficacy 
hiqd Spiritual Benefit. | | | 1 
hen Now, among ſeveral Inſtances that might be 1 
Aoduced to make good this Obſervation, I pos dl | 
anal only mention One or Two; from whence, 1 
 anthink, I ſhall prove ſufficiently your Defini- | 10 
bln of Efſentials Faulty. And One is this: [:t 
K of was a Part of the Inſtitution of Circumciſion, 
aſeat the Child ſhould be Circumciſed on the 
Prifcfth Day from its-Birth : He tha is Eight Gen. xvii. g 
ercfllys old ſhall be Circumciſed among you. And, 12. 5 
ui : Woman bring forth a Male-Child, in the Lev. xif. H 
nech h Day the Fleſh of bis Fore-skin ſhall be 25,3. 1 
1 


2 reumciſed. This is a Part of the Poſitive In- 


ution that was to be conſtantly Obſerved, as 

the as the utmoſt Duration of the Force and 
irrigation of the Law of Circumciſion. And yet 
ficeſhall prove to you, That this was not fo 
ſential, as that a Defect in that Part, made 1 

71th Sacrament of Circumciſion Null and Void. | af 
vi can prove this, then here is Demonſtration ; 
1 ar you, That every thing Preſcribed by Al- 
withghty God in a Poſitive Iaſtitution, and In- 
— #ded and Commanded to be conſtantiy Ob- 


thSved, does not thereby become Eſſential. And 
nd - = con- 


th 


ms 
— 
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16 
conſequently, your . Definition of Eſſen tial 
faulty and good for nothing. = | 

Now I believe few People can doubt, | 
that there were Thouſands of Children am 
the Fetus, who, by the Neglect of their Paret 
were not Circumciſed till after the Eighth Da 
and yet can hardly be denied to have recei 
Valid Circumciſion, notwithſtanding that [ 
| fect. But becauſe I will not build my Prom 
on Conjectures, I will produce you an un{in; 

niable Example. £4 364 
| When Moſes was going from Midian to 
Exod. iv. Brethren in Egypt, in the Way the Lord met hi 
and ſought to kill him; becauſe he bad with hi 
his Son whom he had neglected to Circumd 
according to the Law; as all Interprett 
25- agree, from the following Words: Zipper 
his Wife took and Circumciſed the Child, al 
ſo God's Wrath was appeaſed ; which ſhe 
that the Circumciſion was Valid and Effectual. 
Now, from this Paſſage, Two Things are 
4 be Obſerved. (I.) A great Irregularity con 
| mitted, and againſt the expreſs Command 
God: And yet that Irregu/arity does not, 
N Diſſ. Bat. you pretend it ſhould, make a Nullity al 
it Nu, Pref. Invalidity in the Ordinance. ( 2.) Here is 
it P. Vi Part of a Poſitive Inſtitution and Sacrameniiſt 
i and of as Laſting and Perpetual Force and Ond 
i gation as the Sacrament itſelf, at the ſanſba 


5 time, proved not to be Eſſential; becauſe, ec 
* Defe& therein, did not make that Sacrameiſſhat 
Wn of Circumciſion Null and Void. And if Fur 
„ gain theſe Two Points upon you, Iſt, 'Thaa\ 
* every Part of a Poſitive Inſtitution, or SacrFnd 
K ment, that ought to be conſtantly Obſerveſut 


does not thereby become Eſſential ;, | andbe 
2d/y, That every Irregularity committed in 
Divine Ordinance, altho' againſt the expe br 


L a7 J. 
w of. God, does not make that: Ordinance 
ul andVord, and Invalid The main Supports 
your Cauſe fail you, and your whole Fabric 
uſt fall to the Ground: And I think the Paſ- 
ge produced proves them both inconteſtably. 
ay Don't think to Reply to me here, by ſay- 
Sz, That the Time, of Circumciſing a Child 
as but a Circumſtance. of little Moment, in 
mparifon to the Divine Authority of the Ad-. 
miſtrator, who repreſents God, 7 whom the * 
per natural Benefits are adminiſtred. For when 
ou have ſaid all you can; if God, in Poſitive 
ſtitutions, gives Laws of laſting Obligation 'F 
out Circumſtantials, as well as about Eſſen- i. 
als; it from thence follows undeniably, That * 
Things Commanded in a Poſitive Inſtitution | if 
re not Eſſential. And if your Definition tails If 
ou, what will become of all your fine Propaſi- | 1 
ene and Demonſtrations * 1 Wo 1 
As to what you may ſay, about the Divine 
re Nuthority of the Adminiſtrator being a Matter 
count another Nature, and of greater Moment, 
d P repreſenting God, by whom the Supernatural 
nefits of the Inſtitution-are adminifired to ws : 
Reply, That all this muſt be deter;nined by 
od's own Laws and Ordinances ; and will not 
ſtifie us, in making the Adminiſtrator's Office 7 
Ind Authority Eſſential, unleſs we can prove | 1 
hat God himſelf has made them ſo. But my 13 1 
econd Inſtance againſt your Definition isoßf . 
at very Kind you inſiſt on, The Divine Ad- 
iniſtrator of a Poſitive Ordinance. By the 
aw of Moſes, the Prieſt only was Appointed 1 
nd Authorized to Hay the Burnt- Offerings. Lev i. 
veÞut in the Reign of Hezekiah, becauſe that 5.6. 
Je Prieſts were too few, ſo that they could not 2 Chron. 
lay all the Burnt-· Offerings, therefore their Bre- xxix. 35. 
hren, the Levites, did = them to Flay ſhe, 
g = 7 
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[ 48 ] 
"Lil rhe Work wir ended; and until the u, n 
Prieſts had ſanttified themſelves. Here is a Pa... 
of a Divine Poſitive Law appropriating fad, ;,, 
Work to the Prieft, and that was to have he FC 
conſtantly Obſerved, Violated in a Caſe of 
ceſſity: And yet that Irregularity does nf 
Null the Ordinance. For the Fews plaiſh,... 
V. 36. look d on theſe as Valid Sacrifices. Hezeh... 
refoyced,” and all the People, that God bad ve 
pared the People. Here is a Burnt-Offering Pi, 
pared by ſuch Admniftrators, as, by the Lo 
of the Inſtitution, could have no Divine Mira 
thority to that Miniſtration. Now, if thi. 
was a Valid Sacrifice; this proves, That not 
Appointment of the Adminiſtrator in a Divi, 
Poſitive Inftitution, does not make His Huh. 
rity Eſſential. This leads me to ſhew, * '* the 
2. That your Application of chis Definitit 
to the particular Caſe of the Adminitrator 
Chriſttan Baptiſm, is not at all Concluſive 
your Purpoſe. Every Part or Law of a Pol 
tive Inſtitution, however conſtantly to be Ol 
| ſerved, does not, as we have ſeen alread 
thereby become Eſſential. What is to be {a 
| then, more particularly, to make the Divi 
Authority of the Adminiſtrator of Chrifti 
Baptiſm Eſſential > You' offer ſeveral Cot 
Ivalid. of fiderations under this Head; as, 1. What wi 
Z4-Bapt. Inſtituted and Practiſed under the Lay 
b. J. 2, Chriſt's not taking upon him his Offic 
until he was Particularly Commiſſionel 

; 3. The Wordsand Inſtitution of Chriſtian Bapti 
wid. p. 32. 4. The Benefits thereof, not to be beſtowed bu 
$ by the Mediation of thoſe who have Author! 
14 and Commiſſion thereto. 5. The Conſtant Pra 
W Qice of the Primitive Church. 6. The Doctrin 
"th and Practice of the Church of England in parti 
eular, But as you yourſelf pretend to prove 
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o more, by all theſe Arguments and Authori- Pg. 15. 


- es, than, That the Divine Authority of the 
luch Auminiſtrator, was intended, by the Inſtitution 
2 1 Chriſtian Baptiſm, to be conſtantly Obſerved , * 


hich, in all Ordinary Caſes, will be Granted 
Sou, without any troubleſome Proof. This 
es not reach your Purpoſe : Becauſe, as we 
ave ſeen already, that God does ſometimes 
give Laws of Diſcipline, and Order, as well as 
about the Eſſentials of his Divine Ordinances. 
From hence it follows, as plain as any Demon- 
ſtration in Mathematics, That all Things di- 
rected in the Laws of a Poſitive Inſtitution, o 1 
ot, by that alone, become Eſſential to the _— 
"Duty to be Performed. There muſt therefore A! 
We ſome Peculiar Reaſon alledg d, either from 1 
the Nature of the Thing in general, or ſome- 
thing particularly Declaratory of God's Inten- 
tion herein, to prove the Thing directed to be | 1 
SElential | #1 
You ſet forth, indeed, very truly, with what #1 
great Severity, under the Law of Moſes, Corab, 1 
Saul, Uzziaz, and all the Invaders of the 
Prieſthood, were Puniſhed by Almighty God; Pag. 17. 
who would not 1 — of bis own Appointments, 
when Profaned by Uncommiſhoned Hands : And, Pag. 32. 
how impoſfible it is that God ſhould beſtow bzs 
©Y Spiritual Benefits, by the Mediation of Thoſe to 
J whom be has given no Authority for that Purpoſes 
„But you ſhould remember, Sir, That not- 
withſtanding all this Vengeance was executed 
upon the Invaders of the Prieſthood; yet 
'N Jewiſh Sacraments were all that while admi- 
ſtred by Thoſe who were not Prieſts, nor had 
any particular Divine Commiſſion or Author: 
for the doing of what they did. So that the Spiri- 


wlll el Benefits of that Covenant were beſtow'd and : 
nc communicated by the Miniſtration of Thoſe to 
"REM whom 


F 


vid. L: 
Clerc in 
Numb. 
5x. 7. 

© Menoch. 
Rep. Jud. 
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expreſs Authority or Commiſſion appropriating 


whom God gave no expreſs Divine Cmmiſſuſls 
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or Authority for that Purpoſe. Thus CircuWowe 
cifion, the Sign and Seal of the Fetoiſb Coorfhiſte 
rant, the Taſtituted Nite of Initiation into GodWupti 
Church, and the. Pledge of Supernatural Mut! 
vant ages,” was not Commanded to be PerformeWt. B 
either by Prieſt or Levite; but was left eſſa 
Liberty to be done either by the Father, nini 
any other Skilful Perſon. And the Pæchi 1 
Lamb, which was a Sacrifice Offered unto Godſſhere, 
was yet Offered, not by the Prieſt, but, byKWay 
the Head of the Family where it was to bor, 
Eaten. ' How then will it appear, that tho: 
Divine Authority of the Adminiſtrator of it 
Sacrament is Eſential to the Validity of it ew 
when, for Two thouſand Years together, S 2, 
craments were adminiftred without any ſudifirac 


them to the Prieſts? If you ſay, That, under 
the Goſpel, Chriſt has, in the Inſtitution of 
Baptiſm, Appointed” the Lawful Adminiſtrator, 
and his Ofice; which, in Circumciſion, He I 
Unappomted : I granting you that; yet ſtill 
it remains a Queſtion, Whether the Admint 
ſtrator's Divine Office and Authority are Eſſential, x 
or Matter of Diſcipline only > And while you. 
have not produced any one Reaſon, or Autho- in 
rity, that comes up to this, which is really the. 
true Point in Controverſy and Debate; there is 
this Conſiderable againſt you, That, under the. 
Law, Sacraments were Adminiſtred by Perſons if 
who had no ſich expreſs Commiſion or Appropri- N 
ating Defignation to their Office. Which ſhews, ; 
(J.) That it is not Neceſſary nor Eſſential to 2 
Sacrament in General, that the Adminiſtratoh 
ſhould always Act by the Authority of an Ex- 
reſs Cammiſſon; for the Fewiſh Sacraments 
had none ſuch. And therefore, (2.) It leayes 


et 7 N 1. us 


[21] 
s more reaſonably to conclude, That the 
power and Authority which the Chriſtian Mi- | 
er is Inveſted with, by the Inſtitution of 1 
tn, is Matter of Religious Diſcipline only, | '1 
Aut not in all Caſes Eſſential to the Validity of — 
net. Becauſe a Sacrament in General, does not Ne- | 
" Wcllarily require a Divine Authority in the Ad- | 
"niniſtrator to give it Validity. by SIT | 
I don't know, but that you may cry out | 
0dShere, as you have done elſewhere, That this | 
ray of Reaſoning ſmells Rank of Fanaticiſm. 
'deFor, ſometimes; Inve&roes ſupply the want of 
thagveuments. If you ſhould, I will defend my- 
f; lt from all ſuch Odious Imputations, by 
hewing you, 
Sed and Laſtly, That the Judgment and 
uaractice of the Church of England, and of the 
nh rimitive Church, are againſt you; and ex- 
deiſely agreeable to what I have now laid be- 
ore you. 


ll i. I begin, Firſt, with the Judgment and 
tactice of the Church of England. You tug 
nd labour this Point ſo very hard, that it 
kinly ſhews you ſenſible how Juſt and Invin- 
ble an Objection it will be thought againſt 
Four Doctrine, not to have the Church of Eng- 
d declare in favour of you, when you pre- 
nd ſuch mighty Zeal for that. And yet I 
n Aſtoniſhed and Amazed, that any Man of 
Immon Integrity and common Senſe ſhould * 
- Fetend the Authority and Judgment of our 
urch, for making the Miniſters Authort 
Jential in Baptiſm, or for Re-baptiz ng Thole 
1toþ Ido are not Baptized by a Lawtul Miniſter. For, 


Ex- II. You know very well, That the Rubric 
ents d Uſage of the Church of England was ſuch 
yes the Reigns of Edward VI. and Queen _ 

, «th, 
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of thoſe who made it, if you can; for I m 


TA. 35. 
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and Ineffefual as to the Spiritual Advantages Þ 


time Gay declared their Judgm 


[22] f 
beth, Permitting Lay-Perſons to Baptize, y 
Caſes of Necelty ; as no Church, no Da 
vines, could have conſented to, who had b. 
lieved or thought the Miniſter's Authority gt 
Office to be Eſfential, or who had looked q 
them as any other than Matters of DiſciplinfjR 
„„ io 5 i „ +1 
2. You know alſo Fer well, That when tin: 
Rubric, was Altered, and the Lawful Maniſt m 
firſt Appointed to Adminiſter Baptiſm. it wil! 
ſo far 2 being done with an Intention 
make the Miniſter's. Power looked on as EHI 
rial, that the King, and the Biſhops, who mac 
this Alteration, declared their Judgments. aff! 
preſſy againſt it. King James himſelf, .wilffh: 
articularly inſiſted on this Alteration, at n 
ame time declared his Opinion poſitively againÞ: 
Re-baptizing thoſe who had been Baptized 
Lay- men: Which, ſure, he could not have don 
if he had thought ſuch Baptiſins Null and Va 


that Sacrament. Reconcile Your Conſtrudt 
of the Alteration made, with this which, yi 
know, was the declared and avowed Judgme 


own to you freely, that I cannot. Or, » 
what Face, or Pretences to Sincerity or Realc 
can you tell the World, That the Limiting A 
of the Church, taken in Conjunction with her # 
ticles and Canons, which make the Miniſt. 
Commiſſion Eſſential ;, do, by Neceſſary Conſequet 
Null and make Void Unauthorized 1 
When thoſe who Made and Eſtabliſhed th 
Limiting Ace, Canons, 8&c. at the very al 


1. Againſt the Miniſter's Authority being El 
47; and, 2. Againſt Loy-Bapriſm being ma 
Null or Void, for want of ſuch Divine Autl 

| 5 
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23 ] 
tity. 1 need not "therefore follow! you thro? 
"your ſeveral Quotations of the Articles, Canons 
and Offices of our Church. They declare or 
baſfert no more than what has been already 
7 eranted vou; vis. The Divine Inſtitution of 
1 offithe - Chriſtian Prieſthood, and their petuliar 
linfiRight' and Privilege in all Religious Miniſtra- 
Itions, by the Authority of Chriſt in all Ordi- 
1 vary Cates: But they can never be ſuid to 
utehmake the Miniſter's Office or Authority Eſſen- 
t tial to Baptiſin, unleſs you will ſuppoſe the 
m Governors of the Church to Eftabliſh that by 
heir Public Synodical Acts, which was directly 
ontrary to their oα/n Judgment and Principles. 
und if you will allow that; you may then make of 
hem what you pleaſe. It is therefore, methinks, 
m infamous Prevaricating with the Senſe and 
inÞanctions of the Church, to put ſuch'a- Con- 
ction on them, as is directly contrary to the 
wowed and declared Sentiments of our Church- 
Wovernors who made them. If Demonſtration 
$r0uld' convince you, as you pretend, methinks 
ere it is plain enough, That the Church, by 
„ Matting the words Latſul Miniſter into the 
omaſbric, neither did nor could intend to make 
mühe Miniſter's Office thereby Eſſential to that 
, wiffacrament : Becauſe it was the declared Judg- 
ealinent of thoſe who made that Alteration, That 
be Miniſter's Power was not Eſſential, - nor 
er opti Null or Void, for want of it. And 
nistet Things ſtood with the Lauful Minifter in 
zuende Rubric, but without any Pretences of his 
ti lat hority being made Eſſential, all the Reigns 
i If King Janes the Firſt, and King Charles the 
y fat irſt; and no ſuch thing as Re-baptizing thoſe 
amen ho had had Lay-Baptiſm was propoſed, that 
g E erer yet read or heard of. Upon the Reſto- 
5 104 tion of King Charles the Second, you tell us, 
Aut l | That 
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„„ 
Bp. Oxf. That the Old Lam was eraſed; and a Ne on 
Ch. Conſ. made in Convocation, You mean, I find, Phat 
p.58. what Alteration was made upon the Hanpton 
Dif. Bapt. Court Conference was no. Public AH. of. th 
Mal, p. 30. Church, becauſe not Confirmed in its Synod; 
and ſo the New Law is ſaid to be Made after 
the Reſtoration, becauſe the 4 of 1661 Con 
firmed that; Alterat ion, which before ſtood uponif, . 
the King's Authority alone, with the Approbaf 
tion of-ſome of the Biſhops. The Conſequence 
of your aſcribing the New Law to the Synod 
of 1661, is this; That then, by the Laws 9 
the Church, a Lay-Perſon might {till Baptia 
in Caſes of Neceſſity, as well during the Reign 
of King James, and King Charles, as of Kin 
Edward VI. and Queen Elizabeth; becauſe thi 
Church had never yet, by any Publick Ac 
forbid it. And conſequently, all this while 
the Miniſter's Authority could not be look'd or 
by the Church, as Eſſential to Baptiſm ; becaull 
the Church had hitherto never Declared again 
the Lay-Man's Baptizing, in Caſes of Neceſſity 
The King had, but the Church had not. 
Well, but what Alteration then did the Ca 
vocation of 1661, make? None at all. The 
only Confirmed, by their Synodical Authoritj 1 
the Alteration which King James had mad 0 
before, without any new Declaration of theft. 
Judgments, as to its being Eſſential, or py 
By. Oxf, Diſcipline My But, ſay you, The Eraſin 
% % of the Old, and Eſtabliſhing of the New Law,” 
. 5. 4 good Argument in Law, That what is done . 0 
purſuance of the Antiquated, Abrogated Lato, 1 
a Nullity by the New Law, which was made to 45 
conſtantly Obſerved. I Anſwer; This wou. 
be a good Concluſion, if every Law or Conſſi . 
tution of the Church makes the Things enjoin”? 
Eſſential. And thus you may make the One 


18 


3 
o Eſextial to Baptiſm, becauſe it is a Law of 
Church to be conſtantly Obſerved. But if 
t be not true, your Aſſertion is good for 
thing; becauſe a Defect in Eſſentials only 
akes a Nullity. If therefore the Church, upon 
is Alteration, has made no new Declaration 
the Minifter's Power being Eſſential; all 


xe before. If it was in King Fames's Time 
Rule of Diſcipline only, and not Eſſential, 
continues ſo {til And that Convocation has 
„It Altered the Nature of the Thing, by add- 


- Mg more Authority to the Rule; but leaves it 


Wl as meer a Rule of Diſcipline as it was at 
Wit. And that this is, in truth, the Church's 
dement ſtill, is demonſtratively plain from 
Ice, That even, upon the Synodical Con- 
mation of the Rzbric, here was ſtill no Re- 
Wptization either Directed, or Practiſed, or 
proved, until you began the Novelty. . 

You would have it, That the Church in- 
nded, that the Perſons Baptized by Lay-Men 
Jould be Baptized again; becauſe, if when the 
Miniſter, upon Enquiry into the Facts of Pri- 
Ste Baptiſm, finds all Th 


eur Chriſten him again: Therefore this implies, 

r Nhat when Things are not done as they ought 

92 be, the Miniſter of the Pariſh muſt, without 
e 


3 e Child, who was only waſhed before. But 
6, In you, without either Bluſhing for yourſelf, 
Laughing at us, attempt to put this pre- 


1" rded Con equence upon us? When all Things 


"ft e done well, the Child is not to be Baptiaed 
in.” therefore, when all Things are not 


Crane well, he is to be Baptized : And when a 
al 
to 


hings continue, in this reſpect, juſt as they 


ings done as they ought pig. Br. 
be; be is then to Recerve the Child, and not Null, p.36. 


y farther Queſtions or Directions, Chriſten - 


1d is not Baptized ” a Miniſter, it ought 
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Spot, which are Effential Parts. of Baptiſu 


be. If the Miniſter, upon 


well, and to Anfwer me a few plain Queſtior 


to be Baptized with the Conditional Form the 
Preſcribed, when it's found uncertain whethel | 


[ 26 ] 
to be Baptized again, without nking all; 
farther — Would not a Wile at be 
Honeſt Man rather ſtay a little, to ſee wh 
Directions the Church gives, when any Det 
are found? Eſpecially too, when that ve 
Direction was given when Lay-Baptiſm v 
allowed Valid; and you yourſelf allow, that! 
Defect but in Eſſentials can Null the Sacramen 
and make it Void, 

Let me beg you therefore ſeriouſly to c 
fider what Direction the Church gives, whe 
the Anſwers don't make it appear that all u 
well done. And here you will find the Ruh 
that Pinches you cloſe; and that fo mol 
teftibly declares the Churcb's Senfe and Judi 
ment upon the Caſe, that, after all your Shui 
ing, Scruing, and Evading, at concludes as 
rectly againſt you as any thing in Nature c 


nquiry, 1. 
Whom ? 2. With what Matter ? and, 3. MHR 
what Form of Words the Child was Baptized. 
finds ſuch uncertain Anſwers given by them whit 
bring the Infant to Church, as that it cannot off 
pear that the Child was Baptized with Wat 
and in the Name of the Father, Son, and Hu 


then let the Prieſt Baptize it in the Conditio 
Vorm there appointed. T # 
Pray, let me beg you to Conſider this Rubr 


upon it. Does any Defect in Baptiſm mal 
it Void and Invalid, unleſs it be in the Eſl: 
tial farts? No; you allow it. Does not alt 
according to your own Conceſſions, every H 


Jef in Eſſentials make it Null and Void? TM a | 


you afftirin. Why is the Cluld then direct 


[27] a 
t was Bapti aed with Water, and in the Name 7 
be Triniiy? The Rabric ſays, becauſe they are 
entialt. Why then is not the ſame Direction 
ien, when it appears ancertain whether the 
8aptizer was a E Miniſter, or no? If 
Ie Church had believed the Miniſter's Authority 
ential; Why did it not give the ſame Di- 
ections here, as in the other Two Eſſentials ? 
Was there not the ſame Reaſon for it? Wh 
hen are Two Eſſentials only mentioned, 
hree were intended? Was not the Church's il 
Frpreſs Declaration, in this Third Caſe; more i 
Requiſite and more Neceſſary than in either of {ll 
Je other Two; becauſe it had long prevailed it 
s a received Principle, Fhat the Mimſter was © 48 
"ot of the Efſence of the Sacrament ® How does if 
"Wit appear, or how can it appear, that the hureh 
has changed her Judgment in this Matter; 
hen She has neither made any expreſs Decla- 
ration of a contrary one, nor given the ſame 
Rule and Order in this Caſe, which She has 
aven in thoſe other Caſes which She expreſily 
declares to be Eſſential ? at 3 
nin ſhort, There is no other reaſonable Ac- 
count to be given of the Rubric's dropping that 
part of the Enquiry which reſpects the Miniſter's 
"I Layfu! Authority, and of not requiring the 
on Baptiſm to be Conditionally repeated in this, 
as in the other Two Cafes, which She declares 1g; 
N co be Eſential, but only this. She did not look 1 
Jon the Miniſter's 'Lawful Authority as Eſſential = 
Jin Baptiſm, but only as a Law of Chriſtian 
"a Diſcipline ſtill, as it had been thought. by all 
our Divines for 2 great many Years before. 
Her Silence in this Particular, is ſufficiently 
1 declarative of Her Judgment; in that if She 
bad been of a contrary Opinion, it was Her 
Duty to have Declared ir, and to have given 
| | —_ expreſs 


/ 


2... BR 


expreſs Dire&ions, in Her Rules, according] 
But as She has not yet done either of theſe 
this Day; I muſt conclude, That it is ſtill t 
certain Judgment of the Church of Englan 
That the Miniſter's Authority is not Eſſential! 
Baptiſm. And I think, that the conſtant Uſa 
and Practice of the Church, in admitting La 
Baptized Perſons to all our Offices and Ord 
-nances, from the firſt: Beginning of the N 
' formation, down to our Times, without 'a 
Re-baptization call'd for by Her Governors 
Synods; is 4 ſufficient and undeniable Cat 
_ -firmation of all that I have ſaid. Exclaim th 
'as much as you will, that this Way of 
Di Bet. guing ſmells Rank of Fanaticiſm : When yt 
. N41, p. za. can ſhew, that this is not the true Senſe 
| tl | the Church of England, I will bear any +$ 
1 proaches. But if you will put ſuch a Senſe offi 
1 . the Articles, Canons, Catechiſm, Offices: 
WH |: Rubrict of our Church, as are directly contrar 
1 | to the avowed Principles of Thoſe who Dre 
"ot 
g 
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them up, and Eftabliſhed them, and to t 
Received Opinions of our Greateſt Divines evt 
ſince, and as are Inconſiſtent with our conſtan 
| _ Practice and Uſages; Who, I pray, is ld; 
| 2 a that Explains any the Dottrines and Conflitl 
| | p. 2 Tian of the Church, but you? And if you g 
| 


on as you have begun, I don't deſpair butt} 
that I may find you, in a few Tears, plead 
ing, that Tranſubſtantiation, and the Maſiin 
are according to the Doctrines of the Church Av 
England. Be not angry at what I ſay ; then 
is as much Reaſon for it, as there is for what yo 
now contend for, I will only ſhew you now, If 


| | | | 0 
2. That what the Church of England has thut 
Taught and Practiſed, is agreeable to the Senſe 
and Uſage of the Primitive urch. 0 1 0 


jp 
0 


E 

I 
lan 
al 


] 


Tar 


2rei 
3 tl 


eve 
ſtan 


8 11 


ſlit 


u g 
* he Received Doctrine of the Church, that the 
lea 
May 


ch. 


the 


70 
OW, 


thus 


Senlbave look'd on theſe Canons} rather as a Code 
mal or Colleion of former Rules, now | Confirm 


ood - 


Nrious, ang intreat 


[ 29 ] 
I ſhall be very ſhort here, becauſe others 
have taken this Province, and prevented me; 
particularly Mr. Bingham, whom I believe 
very able to Diſcharge it. I will only re- 
mind you of a few Things that are very ob- 
you to conſider how trifling 
your Evaſions are. RI bel 
Tertullian, you know, is re. inſt 
you, who makes the Miniſter's Authority in 
Baptizing, a Matter of Diſcipline only. Salvo De Bapt. 
Ecclefis honore, — alioguin Laicis jus eſt: ?“ 
The Right of Baptizing is in the Biſhop 3 or 


be Presbyters and Deacons may do it, baving 
rhe Biſhop's Authority for it, for the ſake 


the Church's Honour; | which being conſulte 
all is well done: And but for that, Lay-Men 
olſo might have a Right of Baptiaing. This 
is ſo very diſagreeable to you, that it muſt 
be thrown aſide, as his Private Heterodox 
Opinion, againſt the Senſe and Judgment of 
the Church: But why ſo? Does he ſtand 
alone in this? Is the 38th Canon of the 
Council of E/tberzs alſo againſt, the Senſe and 
Judgment of the Church? that, you know, 
directe Lay-Men, in ſome Cafes, and under 
ſome Limitations, to Baptige. How could thoſe 
ineteen Biſhops ſo direct, if it had been 


Miniſter's Authority is Eſſential ? You will 
make theſe Biſhops either very Ignorant or 
very Regardleſs of the Catholic Doctrine, if 


you ſo Charge them. Dr. Cave ſays of theſe : 
Canons, That they are, Anon Virtutis & Hiſt. Lit. 


Pietatis Indices; Inſtances of Primitive Vertue 28 
and Piery. And no Exception is made to * 
the 38th. And Mr. Du Pin ſays, That ſome 


and 
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Alenandria: Whether "the Fact be true «fp, 
* Falſe; the very Relating it by the - Churdf:* 


St. Auſtin, St. Ferome, St. Ambroſe, and [ids 


Fact © declared the Miniſter s Authority Eſſenti, 


and if all this be agreeable too to the 


1 30 
and Ratify d by this. Council, than as Lau 
here newly made. If fo, they are, in trut 
Witneſſes, that the ſettled Judgment of tht” 
2 Churches, was, That Lay-Baptiſm i 
not repugnant to the Eſentials of Bs Sacr, 
n. As for the famous Story ofgltbazaſiu; 
having, when a Child, Ba aptizd other Chi] 
dren; and of ſuch Bap ti being allowe 
Effectual and Valid, by Auen Biſhop 0 


H 2 as: Mr. Bi7gham has well obſerve 
ew that ſuch Principles were not diſagr 

able to the Catholic Doctrine: In that if tþ he 
has, they would  fearce have told an uncer 
tain Story, ſo much in Oppoſition to th 
Judg ment of the Church as 1 5 muſt be, 1 
the Miniſter s Authority had been look'd ups 
as Eifential. And hen I have: added, Tha 


of Sevi, declare in Subſtance the ſame thin 
that Terrulian had done before; ; you mu 
either ſuppoſe theſe Fathers ignorantly . 
follow him in an Error contrary to the r: 
ceived Doctrine of the Catholic Church; 
elſe you muſt believe that the Cathol 
Church knew no fuch Doctrine, as that th 
Miniſter's Office or Authority i is Eſſential t 
Baptiſm. 

In a word, If your Daſnitige' of Eſſentid 
is faulty; if your pretended Arguments fron 
it are unjuſt and inconcluſive; if the Chard 


of England has nat yet by any. one Law . 


ak 


| 


Wl, 
ha 
n | 
1 


to this Sacrament, nor ever look'd on it a 
any other than a "Divine Law. of Diſcipline 


T7. 


Qrine of the Primitive te. rb Why are 7 
thu 


D 312 


a dus Flattered and Admired, . as: tho you 
were pleading. the Cauſe of God and his Church, 
Tf bis Sacraments and Miniſtrations ; when, 
In truth, you are only publiſhing your own 

ventions, and teaching for Doctrine the 
onnandnentt of Men. You, moſt certainly, 

No nothing better than this; unleſs you can 

Wnake it appear, that you underſtand the 
rue Meaning of Chriſt in the Inſtitut ion of 

Baptiſm, better than either our own Na- 

onal 3 or the Primitive Fathers and 


Dunc | 1 
And while theſe are ſo plainly againſt yau, 
hat mighty Service can you expect from the 
udgment of the Proteſtants of France and 
Peneva ? if you have made a true and faith- 
"Yu! Repreſentation of their Synodical Determi- 
Nations, which I have fome reaſon to doubt. 
But becauſe I have not the Hiſtory of the 
Proceedings and Determinations of thoſe Sy+ 
Sods by me, I will ſay nothing more of them; 
put fpeak only to Mr. Co#um's judgment 
In this Caſe, whoſe Authority yonr Reverend 
o Reflor pleads in favour of your Opinion. 
But Arch-Bifhop Ubi did not take 
Wir. Calvin to believe the Miniſter's Power 
fential, when he cited his Words againft 


In his Adbnonition. The Words cited are theſe : 


it alfereof we may gather, that nothing is added, or 
aten from the Dignity of: it, by bim by whom 


line 


yo * Epiſtle be ſent, fa that #be Hund and Seal 
thu 


5 


at Notion, as infifted on by I. Carturigbr, 


Nero if it be true that we haue ſet down, the 1,cþ- gp. 
PIcrament is not ta be eſteemed of bis Hand Whirgift's 
y whom it is adminiſtred, bat at it mere of the Defence, 
Hande of God from whom it cartainly cometh : 4 8 
alv. Inſtit. 


is miniſtred. And therefore, among Men, i 


e knows, i. sfaileth not who ar what. manner 


of 
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[ 32 ] 

Perſon carrieth it. Even ſo it is ſufficient 
or ut to know the Hand and Seal of the Lord: 
in his Sacraments, by whomſoe ver they beg 
delivered, As this was his Reaſoning a- 
gainſt the Anabaptiſts, who deny us to be rightly 
Baptized, becauſe we were Baptized” by Wicked 
and Idolatrous Perſons in the Pope's Church 
and therefore they furiouſly urge Re-baptization. 
Againſt whoſe Folly we 2 be ſufficiently de 
fended, if we think that we were Baptized not 
in the Name of any Man, but in the Name off 
the Father, Son and Holy-Ghoſt ; and therefore 
Baptiſm not to be of * but of God, by 
whomloever it be miniſtred. If you? 
think it a ſufficient Reply to all this, to ſay, 
That Mr. Calvin is here 8 not of the 
Ordination, but of the Worthineſs of the Mi” 
niſter ; which I own to be true in Fact : Yet, 
at the ſame time, pray conſider, both his Al 
luſion to the Carrier of a Letter, and that 
Baptiſm is to be reputed of God; which is in 
the Name of the Trinity, a quocunque admint- 
ſtratus fuerit, by whomſoever it be miniſtred : 
And you will find theſe Reaſons to reach“ 
the Authority, as well as the Worthineſs 0 
the Miniſter, But if this will not fatisfieſſ? 
you, I will give you Mr. Ca/vin's Judgment 
on the Caſe very impartially, and make 
your beſt of it. It is delivered in one of his 
Epiſtles, in Anſwer, as appears, to ſome ſuch 
Queſtion as this; How far the Baptiſm ot: 
Thoſe, who, under the Papacy, were Bap 
tized by Lay-Men, was to be allowed of, anc 
the Practice to be imitated ? And his Determr 

Calv. Epiſ. nations run thus: Quia nemo Privatus Baptiſm , 
Ed. Amft. Legitimus eſt Miniſter, buic malo ſevere occur, 
1667. rendum eſſe, quia maniſeſta eſt Baptiſmi proſa 
v. 209% matio. ' Et quoniam bic mos perverſus ex 4 uper 


8 


\ 


* bus 
ſuch 


10 


Sap 


anc 
rmĩ 
iin 
cu 

22 
per 


one 


[ 33] 


Witione traxit originem, dum ſalutss neceſſit ar 


Leno affexa Juerit, eo minus duplex fovendum 
malum. Dubitanter bac de re loquitur Au- 
uſtinus. Si quiſpiam Privatus baptizet, ubi 
git neceſfitas, aut nullum eſt, aut veniale de- 
lum. *Atqui nobis longe pluris efje debet in- 
tolabile Chriſti mandatum, Ite, docete, baptizate. 
Hic nexus abſque Sacrilegio ſolui non poteſt. 
ccedit Apoſtoli  ſententia, nemo uſurpet ſibi 
onorem, ſed qui vocatus eſt. Adulterinum 
go Baptiſmum cenſemus, qui adminiſtratus ejt 
| privato homine. Ac in Eccleſia rectè compoſit 4 
olerabils non eſſef bac temeritas. Sed quia 
apud vos inter Ls contigit, ante reſti- 
um Eccleſig Ordinem, & rebis adbuc con- 
uſts. non tantum Errori danda eſt vena, ſed 
erenduvs. eft qualiſcunque * nus, odo ne 
.exemplum trahatur, quod 4 


i 
| ſemel perperam 
eſtum eſt. Nam in Ecclæſia dilſipatione multa 
Deus condonat gue nullo modo admittere- fas 
er in Eccleſiam bene ordinatam. Olim cum 


tiata eſſet Religio, baud dubie multis vitiis & 


orruptelis implicita Circumciſio fuit; quam 
amen iteratam fuiſſe non legimus; quum revo- 
aretur. populus ad purum cultum, ergo anxiè 
iſquirere neceſſe non eſt, ac ne expedit quidem, 
omnes Circumſtaniias . qua innumeros ſcru- 
los gignerent. Proinde quod ignovit Deus 


monita fuerit Eccleſia, 


ub. Papatu, 4 ge 2 Nunc ubi 
uſu d 


ve vero Baptiſm 


uod pug naret cum. Chriſti inſtitutione pro nibilo 


lcendum eſſet, ac de integro baptizandws, qui pol- 
tus fuerit proſand aſperſione. Theſe are his 
Fords; and I will make my Remarks upon 
hem, as I give you them in Enghſh. As 
hey were at that time miſerably peſter'd with 
he Anabapiiſts, who denied the Divine Inſti- 
ution of the Chriſtian Miniſtry, and their 

| E SR 
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42. 
Divine Right and Privilege in their Miniſtra. ri 
tions, and affirmed every Private Man toſſt:? 
have an Equal Authority with them in theirſh 
Holy Offices; Mr. Calvin took great Care tc 
expreſs his Deteſtation of thoſe impious Opi 
nions: And accordingly, 1. He declare 
That as no Private Perſon ie the Lawful AY 
miniftrator of Baptiſm, they were ſtrifly to offi 
poſe that Evil Practice, as a manifeſt Profanatin 
of Baptiſm. That as this Irregular Cuftom bat 
irs Original from the Superſtition of the Papiſtd 
while the neceſſary Salvation of the Perſon w. 
tach d inſeparably to the Ordinance; (tho! i 
this he is ſomewhat miftaken, for the Prin 
tive Church had other Thoughts;) that Twi 
fold Error was the leſs to be countenancei 
2. HeSwns, That Sr. Auſtin 7 doubtful 
of this Matter; If any Private Perſon Baptist 
One in a Caſe of Neceſfity, it was either 1 
Fault at all, or a very Pardonable one. B 
we ought to have greater Regard to the Con 
mand of Chrift, Go Teach; Baptize : Which 
Tie cannot, without Sacrilege, be looſed. A 
to thy the . s Saying. That fo no Mal 
taketh this Office to himſelf, hut he that 
Called. Therefore we think that Baptiſm 1 
be Sinful, or Counterfeit, which is Ad 8 
by a L- Man; and in a Well-conflituted 5 ur, 
this Raſhneſs is not to be ſuffered, All thi 
he has ſaid in Vindication: of the Miniſter 
Right to the Miniſtration of this Sacrament 
againſt Thoſe who denied it. But, that 
could not eſteem the Minifter's Right abſoſ 
lutely Eſſential, is plain, by what follows pi 
For he adds, 3. But ſeeing it bas Hull 
as a Principle among you, before the Reformi 
tion of the Church, and while Things were ii 
Confuſion, (he might have added, and in Pri 
; | aire 


tra 


18 1 


nitive Times alſo, that Lay-Men might Bap- 


ize, in Caſes of Neceſlity,) this Miſtake 1s 


irfirot only to be pardoned, but any Baptiſm to be 


admitted, ſo that the 8 be not pleaded 
1s 4 Precedent. Could any Man alive ſay 


his, who thought the Miniſter's Office ſo 


W/ential, as that the Baptiſm was Invalid, 


ind communicated 20 Spiritual Advantages, 
ithout the Divine Authority of the Ad- 
iniſtrator? But he goes on: For in the 


* itreſſes of the Church, God Pardons many 


Things that are not to be admitted of in one 
xl Regulated. Heretofore, when Religion was 


Worupted, no doubt but there were many Corrup- 


tons in. Circumciſion alſo ; yet we do not find 
bat it was Repeated, when the People returned 
o the Pure Worſhip. Therefore every Irregu- 
arity in a Divine Poſitive Law, does not 
make it Void. 4. In the following Words, he 
ould not have Men to be Scrupulous and 
neaſie upon Defects in Circumſtantials : 


JW: is therefore neither Neceſſary, nor Expedient, 


o be too Anxious in our Enquirtes about 


MLircumſtances, hat may raiſe innumerable 


m i 


ur 
* thi 
ſter 
men 
at 
abſc 
ows 
vail 
Dr Ml 
re l 


Pri 
Aue 


Prruples. If the Adminiſtrator of Baptiſm be 


dne of thoſe Circumſtances that he intended; 
ben its plain, that Mr. Calvin eſteemed that 
ather a Circumſtantial, than an Eſſential Part 
pf Baptiſm. And therefore, what God winked 
i under the Papacy, let us alſo paſs by. But 
e had, indeed, fo much Zeal againſt Thoſe, 
ho, out of a Spirit of Profaneneſs, Deſpiſed 
ind Denied the Miniſter's Right to theſe Mi- 
iſtrations; that what they did, out of an 
mpious Contempt of the Miniſtry, he thinks, 
ould go for Nothing. Now that the Church 


s inftrufted in the true Uſe of Baptiſm, what 
is repugnant to Chriſt's Inſtitution is to be ac- 
| 1 counted 
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Divine Right and Privilege in their Miniſtra- 
tions, and affirmed every Private Man to 
have an Equal Authority with them 1n their 
Holy Offices; Mr. Calvin took great Care to 
expreſs his Deteſtation of thoſe impious Opi- 
nions: And accordingly, 1. He declare, 
That as no Private Perſon ts the Lawful Ad: 
miniftrator of Baptiſm, they were ſtriftly to q 
poſe that Evil Practice, as a manifeſt Profanation 
of Baptiſne. That as thzs Irregular Cuſtom ha 
its Original from the Superſtition of the Papiſtz 
while the neceſſary Salvation of the Perſon wat 
tacked inſeparably to the Ordinance , (tho: it 
this he is ſomewhat miſtaken, for the Prim 
tive Church had other Thoughts;) har Turf 
fold Error was the leſs to be countenancelſ 
2. He wens, That Sr. Auftin ſpeaks doubtful 
of this Matter; If any Private Perſon Baptizel 
One in a Caſe of Neceſſity, it was either n 
Fault at all, or a very Pardonable one. By 
we ought to haue greater Regard to the Conifi 
mand of Chriſt, Go Teach; Baptize : What 
Tie cannot, without Sacrilege, be looſed. Ad 
to ibis the F. — Saying, That ſo no Mal 
taketh this Office to himſelf, hut he that i- 
Called. Therefore we think that Baptiſm . 
be Sinful, or Counterfeit, which is Adminiſt rel" 
by a Lay-Man ; and in a Well-conftituted urdeal 
this Raſhneſs is not to be ſuffered, All thi Ji 
t 
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he has ſaid in Vindication of the Miniſter 
Right to the Miniſtration of this Sacrament# 
againſt Thoſe who denied it. But, that h 
could not eſteem the Miniſter's Right ablo 
lutely Eſſential, is plain, by what follows 
For he adds, 3. But ſeeing it has 2 
as a Principle among you, before the Reform 
tion of the Church, and while Things were ig. 
Confuſion, (he might have added, and in Prif 
| ' ail 


L 95 3 


tra · ¶ nitive Times alſo, that Lay-Men might Bap- 
| tofftize, in Caſes of Neceſſity,) this Miſtake is 
heir rot only to be pardoned, but any Baptiſm to be 
toll admitted, ſo that the 88 be not pleaded 
pi 2 Precedent. Could any Man alive ſay 
res this, who thought the Miniſter's Office ſo 
AdMESential, as that the Baptiſm was Invalid, 
; offend communicated 20 Spiritual Advantages, 
tiofiwithout the Divine Authority of the Ad- 
miniſtrator? But he goes on: For in the 
Diſtreſſes of the Church, God Pardons many 
hings that are not to be admitted of in one 
xl Regulated. Heretofore, when Religion was 
orupted, no doubt but there were many Corrup- 
tions in. Circumciſion alſo; pet we do not find 
What it was Repeated, when the People returned 
o the Pure Worſhip. Therefore every Irregu- 
Warity in a Divine Poſitive Law, does not 
ake it Void. 4. In the following Words, he 
ould not have Men to be Scrupulous and 
Uneaſie upon Defects in Circumſtantials : 
is therefore neither Neceſſary, nor Expedient, 
Wo be too Anxious in our Enquiries about 
Circumſtances, that may raiſe innumerable 
$6:r4ples. If the Adminiſtrator of Baptiſm be 
one of thoſe Circumſtances that he intended; 
hen its plain, that Mr. Calvin eſteemed that 
rather a Circumſtantial, than an Eſſential Part 
Wot Baptiſm. And therefore, what God winked 
ſter r under the Papacy, let us alſo paſs by. But 
nene had, indeed, fo much Zeal againſt Thoſe, 
at hiho, out of a Spirit of Profaneneſs, Deſpiſed 
abſofand Denied the Miniſter's Right to theſe Mi- 
ows Þiſtrations; that what they did, out of an 
pail Þmpious Contempt of the Miniſtry, he thinks, 
»rmahould go for Nothing. Now that the Church 
re ins inſtruded in the true Uſe of Baptiſm, what 
 Prifps repugnant to Chriſt's Inflitution is to be ac- 
tt E 2 counted 
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U 36 ] 
counted as Nothing; and he is to be Baptizelſin 
again, who bay been polluted with a Profan 
Weofhing. This is his Judgment. And yet 
compare it with the Conceſſions which he 

makes of the Validity of thoſe Lay-Bapriſm 
which had /been received under the Church i 
Rome, and with his Reaſons to that Purpoſe 
and I think yon muft own, that this Re 
baptization which he is for, did not proceeÞ 
from 7 3 _ 3 11 Aut horit 
was Eſſential, for then the Pop: Baptiſn 
alſo muſt have been Invalid. bat nn tt 
ſhew his great Diſpleaſure and Zeal again 
Thoſe who denied the Miniſter to have an 
Peculiar Right therein. | 
And after all; it is but the Judgment 0d 
Mr. Calvin; of One Man, and He not th 
beſt Beloved or Reſpected by you and you 
Friends. And why ſhould not the JudgmeniWe 
of Tertullian, of the Council of Eliberis, dffffic 
the Church of England, of Arch-Biſhop Wh 
gift, of Mr. Hooker, or of any other ſuch 
be of equal Force with us? nay, even d 
Mr. R. L. when he owns, That no Defeds, bu 
m Eſſentials, make the Sacrament Invalid. Bull 
it is not to the Judgment of any One ſing 
Man that we Appeal, or are willing to b 
Determin'd by, in this Caſe. We inſiſt on 1 
That the Senſe and Practice of the Primitiu 
Church in General, and of our own Godt 
Mother the Church of England in Particular 
are exactly agreeable to what we Plead for 
and utterly againſt your Novel Doctrine qe 
Eſſentials. And when you can make th] 
contrary appear, we will be willing to ging! 
' 
f 
( 


up the Cauſe. But until you can do this, u 
have theſe following Reaſons moving us tq 
Write againſt you, | ERR” 

1 1. Tha 
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ti2elſf 1. That we need not be Bug- bear'd with any 
-ofanMamorous Out-cries, of Betraying the Rights 
d Privilege of God's Church, and of the Chri- 
San Inſtitutions, and the Reverence due to the 
xcraments. All theſe we Aſſert and Contend 
r, as zealouſly as you: And it's only the 
ficacy of Baptiſm, in one or two particular 
aſes, of Neceſfity, or Irregularity, that is now 
ocee Diſpute. And if we can make it appear, 
hat we ſet the Right of the Chriſtian Mini- 
ers, and the Power of their Miniſtrations, on 
e very ſame Foot on which the Primitive 
urch, and the Church of England, believe Chriſt 

) have ſet them; we have no Reproaches to fear 
n that Account. „ | 
it ol 2. Another Reaſon of our appearing againſt 
Jou, is, Our Unwillingneſs to run into the 
Wreat Error of Re-baptization, fo much con- 
emned and avoided by the Antients. Had it 
Wot been for this, their Zeal to keep up to the 
\poſtle's Doctrine of One Faith, One Baptiſm ; 
don't ſee but that any conſiderable Irregularity 
Wn this Sacrament, might have vindicated its 
Wcing repeated, and have made us all zealous 
Wor R2-baptization. But as the Antients had a 
Fvery great Regard to this, in all their Deter- 
bninations about theſe Matters, and choſe rather 

to allow Validity in the Baptiſms of Lay-Mer, 
Heretics, Schiſmatics, and Degraded Clergy-Men, 
Joo who did not Act by the Authority of the 
ulauf Church; ] cannot but think that a Cergy- Man 
fouſis at this Day very excuſable, in having a 
0 ol Share of the ſame Concern ; and a 
tn Church alſo, if, on this ſcore, it paſſes by 
ſome Things which it does not well approve; , 
rather than run into a Practice that could 
ta not conſiſt with the Evangelical Doctrine of 
Ire Baptiſm, , 
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It was Natural enough, in ſuch a Caſe, &;;- 

| conſider what the Eſſentials of the Sacrame {i 
are: All readily agreeing, That nothing Md 
the want of ſome Eſential can Vindicate Mar 
Reiteration of that Ordinance. I know, yi 
S cannot call it Re-baptization, who make ./ 
| Miniſter's Autbority Eſſential. But, Sir, as li- 
114 have not yet convinced us of this, we muſt A. 
Zh it, Re- hapti ation; and we mult be againſt Ye; 
Kh Toh as ſuch, until you bring us better Reaſonffflic 
| and ſtronger Arguments. 5 
3. We are the more free in this Oppoſitid b 

| to you; in that we do not do it, as has beefy; 
3 Bp. Oxf. artfully inſinuated, in Favour of the Diſſentelo 
111 Cb. Conſ. and their Practices. This has been the Plain 
15 5 3. ſible Cry, to Expoſe Us: And, as tho' theiſhr 
I. had been no Separatiſts on your Side; none gv 
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12 much Diſaffected to the Government, as to . 
14 fuſe the Oath of Allegiance, that Abett you 
i} none that Pray for an Unlawful Pretender tt 
the Crown, that Support Lou: The great Arif 
fice is, To repreſent Us as pleading the Cauſe . 
the Diſſenters ; and then every Man, accordin 
to the meaſure of his Hatred and Averſion tl: 
15 Them, or his Love to Some- body elſe Abroad 
15+ runs in preſently to Your Side. 
—_ This is ſpreading a Net for the Injudiciou 
11 _ and Unthinking, but it can take none el{ 
FRE For, muſt Men be charged with favouring th 
Errors of Heretics and Schiſmatics, becauli 
they do not Ixvalidate all their Miniſtrations % 
. What then muſt become of all the Primitiveh 
4% Fathers and Councils, even of the Firſt famouh 
| Council of Nice, which did not make Invalid 
all the Powers and Miniſtrations, either of the 
Novatians, 1 or Arians * Muſt they 
therefore be ſpitefully Treated and Reproached, 
as Countenancing Hereſy, and Fayouring Schiſ 
matics 


LW 
aſe, (ice and their Praflices? They met with 
ame ſich Rude Treatment, on thoſe Occaſions: 
xd why then mult we be traduced as Coun- 
Wancing Schiſm, only becauſe Diſſenters Bap- 
s, in the Conſequences of our 
urch of England Doctrine, to be allowed 
As for your famous Oxford Story, of the Bp. Oxf. 
echyterians Carrying a Child in Public Pro- Cl. Corſe 
ſion to be Baptized in a Conventicle, ſince P 73. 
r. Bing hams Book came out; it is no more 
be imputed to that Book, than Noah's 
od is to the Building of the Ark, becauſe it 
Mlow'd after it. Mr. Bingham intended no 
h Conſequences ; nox do his Principles any 
re tend thereto, than thoſe of our greateſt 
vines, who, ever ſince the Reformation, have 
rted the fame thing. But whatever may 
the Conſequences, you have ſupply'd ns. 
Sth an Anſwer ; viz. That Divine Truths 
ſt not be ſet aſide, by reaſon of any pretended 
* Mezreeable Conſequences that may follow them. 
Wd this is a | e 8 
44h Reaſon of our Oppoſition to your No- 
Ity ; That if it be the Truth of God, and of 
Word, That the Divine Authority of the 
ainiſtrator is not Eſſential to Chriſtian Bap- 
m: It ought to be defended, let that Truth 
vour or diſpleaſe whom it will. We'ought 
Ferefore, I think, to have liberty to Argue 
Je Point fairly, and without Reproaches, or 
vidious Inſinuations, as tho' we were Betray- See the 
mouſe the-Reverence due to God, bis Church, and Recor's 
validcraments. Thoſe Reflections are not candid; * 
f thiÞr becoming either Chriſtian Prieſt, or Chri- 9, 10. 
theyſſan Lay- Mn. WET OY 
check 5. If the Truth be on our Side, as I am 
chiftrily perſwaded that it is; it will be found 
1allcs | | an 


an Important Truth, to the , ]P2oteſty 
Churches, and the Mꝛoteſtant Religio 


it, no Church in the World ever yet can 


ſeopal Ordination of the Adniniſtratay is Eſſent 


it, . muſt entirely Unchurch almoſt all the P 
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The Conſequence of your Principle, which ; 
lows no Baptiſm Effectual but what is admi 
ſtred by a Lawtul Miniſter, nor any Man 
be. a Lawful Miniſter but what .is Epiſcopa 
Ordained; falls heavy, you know, upon t 
Foreign Proteſtant Churches : It makes void x 
their Miniſtry and Miniſtrations, all th 
Sacraments and Religious Ordinances ; it pe 
fectly Unchurches them, and reduces them, | 
your. own Senſe, into the Condition of me 
Catechumens, if not of Heathens and Iafide 
And all this, by a Not ion, which, as you (ta 


eee 


into. L don't love Challenges in Controverſi 
becauſe I do not pretend my Knowledge to 
ſufficient for them: And yet Ido believe t 
you can produce me no Chriſtian Church at t 
Day in the World which maintains, That the E 


to the Validity of K e For tho* all the Antien 
allowed none but Biſhops to Ordaan, yet they. 
not make the Miniſter's Ordination Eſſentialſj 
Valid Baptiſm. A Man of Ordinary Model 
and Reflexion would not eaſily pretend 
ſuch a; Refined Underſtanding, and Accuraq 
of Judgment, above all that have lived at 
written for Seventeen hundred Years betc 
him, as to advance ſuch a Principle as 
Church, in any Age, is ever found to have cc 
curted in; and which, in the Conſequences 


teſtant Churches upon Earth, his own vaſf 
hardly eſcaping. For I can tell the Tig 
when, according to the Laws of our Churdſ 
Epiſcopal Ordination was not Neceſſary | 
Conſtitute a Lawful Miniſter. One woulf 

| | rat 
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rather be apt to ſuſpect his own Thoughts, and 
to diftruſt his own Judgment, than to run thus 
far; believing that other Chriſtians and other 
Churches have a Zeal for God and Chriſt, and 
a Deſire of Salvation, by the Inſtituted Ordi- 
nances of Chriſtianity, as well as himſelf, 
and are to be hoped, ſome of them at leaſt, to 
have a Common Underſtanding of the Inftituted 
Ordinances of Chriſtianity, as well as himſelf. 
And this 1s a Point that does not concern He- 
Wretics and Schiſmatics alone, but the feveral 
me National Churches of the World, throughout 
fideall Ages of Chriſtianity. All of them, I think, 
u (tafſown the Divine Inſtitution of the Chriſtian Mi- 

canfiuiſtry ; and I freely own Epiſcopacy to be of 
rerliefl Apoſt olical Inſtitution, But I am not yet ſenſible 
2 to of any one Church that makes both theſe Eſen- 
e t to the Valid Miniſtration of Chriſtian 
at tliſtiſm. A Notion that makes ſo high a Compli- 
be E ment to the Papifts, as to make the greateſt 
en Number of Proteſtants not only Heretics and 


eſta 
Dio 
ich: 
ami 
Lan 
opa 
on t 
o1d 1 
| thy 
it pe 
m, 


ntien chi ſmatics, as they call them, but brings them 


ey. Mon to Catechumens or Infidels ; had need to 
tial de ſupported by very clear and evident Demon- 
odeliWrations indeed; and much more plain, than 
nd chat you have hitherto found out in this Con- 
curaqtroverſy. How will the Papiſts Laugh and be 
d 5 Pleaſed, to find us Proteſtants thus uncon- 
befe 
as. 
ve c 
Koo ſenſible of this, to difallow the Churches of 
eneva to be True Churches : 'They own them 
as ſuch z they allow them to have Lawfi! Pa- 
tore, and Valid Sacraments, altho they unbap- 
ih want the Apoſtolical Form of Churel-Govern- 


bation, the Practice of our Divines, who, in 
| F their 


ernedly to Unchurch one another? The Uni- Lite, æ, dat. 
erfity of Oxford, tho they had juſt Zeal for Id. Febr. 
he Apoſtolical hiſtitution of Epiſcopacy, were yet 706. 


ment by Biſhops : And they own, with Appro- 
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[ 42 | 
their Exile, took part of the Divine-Service off ſ. 
the Proteſtant Churches Abroad, altho* they had 
no Biſhops. But you and your Friends, Wiſer, 
it ſeems, and more Knowing in Evangelical fc 
Inſtitutions, than that Venerable and Learned 
Body; have, by your Novelties, brought all; 
thoſe Churches down ſo very low, that noValid 
Sacraments, no Goſpel Ordinances, no Churclſo 
Communion, is to be found among them. They 
are no Members of Chriſt's Church; their Re! 
gious Aſſemblies not fit for a true Chriſtian to 
enter into; no Supernatural Advaxtages to bel 
obtained in them: And however you mayſſſo 
think it for your Purpoſe to appeal to thei 
Judgment in this Caſe, yet you hardly alloy 
them Chriſtianity enough to entitle them to 
Chriſtian Burial, it they happen, any of them 
to Die among us. If therefore there be a great 
deal to be ſaid againſt a Principle that is o 
ſuch miſchievous Conſequence to the Proteſtant 
Religion; it is of that Importance, that it oughtYz 
to be mad, and — erg — = #7 
6. Our eaſon of Oppoſing you, is notiit 
the "phy" 4 This your New Doctrine wilt 
do no mighty Service, to the bringing overſſn 
Diſſenters into our Church. It may hinder Muff 
titudes of them from coming into our Commu- 
nion; becauſe moſt People are unwilling to 
have their Baptiſm, and all their paſt Devo- 
tion, to go for Nothing: They may be mad: 
ſenſible that they have been Educated in a 
wrong Communion, and be willing to return 
into a Right one: But when you would bring 
them back to the Font again, I am afraid thatſſc 
few will follow you. After all the Szcceſs that] 
t 
} 
| 


your City Refor boaſts of ib your Undertakings, 
I bave heard nothing yet of this Kind. Tour- 
ſelf, and a few Women who have left the Di/ 

ſenters, 
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e off ſenters, after having lived ſome time in our 
hadi Communion, have conſented to be Baptized a- 
iſer gain. But when I find that your New Doctrine 
licalſſo far takes Place, as to cauſe Numbers of 
rned Diſſenter's to leave their Separation; I will then 
 allfrcadily give up this Part of our Juſtification. 

Valid] But how can this be expected, when your 
urchlown Arguments muſt return upon you? You 
Pheyflwould have them think their Baptiſm Void and 
Rel. lrvalid, becauſe the Baptizer was not a Lawfu! 
n to Mrnifter, which is Eſſential in that Bacrament. 
o bel Will They not tell you, That the Greateſt 
of our Divines, both at and ſince the Reforma- 
ion, have ever affirmed, That the Miniſter is not 
Eſential * That the Rubric and Practice of the 
Church, under King Edward VI. and Queen 
Elizabeth was altogether diſagreeable to that 
imon-? That altho* the Kzbric has been 
Altered ſince, yet that was only to Regulate 
Diſcipline, but that the Church has by no Act 
whaſoever declared the. Miniſter's Office Eſſen- 
tial? That the Making a Law, is one thing; but 
the Making a Law Eſſential, is another? Will 
they not ask you, how you can pretend to 
make the Miniſter's Office Eſſential, when, be- 
Iſdes the expreſs Declaration of ſeveral of our 
Divines to the contrary, the Church, inſtead of 
calling the Lay-Baptized . to Baptiſm again, 
has admitted them, without Scruple, not only 
to Her cloſeſt Communion, but into Holy Or- 
ders, and the Greateſt Stations of the Church, 
without any Complaint, or any Repreſentation 
of this as an Error or a Miſcarriage, from any 
of its Governors or its Synods in any Age ? 
How then will you convince theſe Diſſenters of 
the Invalidity of their Baptiſm, without Blemiſn- 
u. ing that Church into whoſe Communion you 
[would have them enter; by inſiſting on a Doctrine 
F 2 : which 
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In) 
which: it - hitherto has never yet maintained 
This is ſo unlikely a Method, that one had 
need of a great deal of Good- nature to believe 
that you ever intend it, and not to ſuſpect, 
that you have ſome other Deſign in View. 

It I was to engage in a malicious Purpoſe of 
keeping the Diſſenters in their, Schiſm, and o 
hindring them from coming into our Commu- 
nion; I would take your Meaſures : I would 
embaraſs their Admiſhon with all the Diffs 
culties that might be; I; would allow none 
of thein to be Members of the Chriſtian Church 
without a New Baptiſm. And I doubt not but 
that the Succeſs would Anſwer the Malice o 
the Deſign. .. But, if Conyincing the Diſſezters, 
and bringing them into our Communion, will 
be allowed a good Work; that Doctrine it 
fitteſt for the Purpoſe, which, altho'. it allow 
the Validity of their Baptiſms, yet condemns the 
Unlawfulneſs of their Miniftrations. Here wel 
may reaſonably hope for Succeſs ; in that weil 
can eaſily prove their Baptiſins Irregular, Ut: / 
Inoful, Schiſmatical, and inful, altho not ab. 
lolutely Invalid and Void. We can prove the 
to be Schiſmatics, altho' we cannot ſay that 
they are no Chriſtians, _ F 

I leave theſe Conſiderations with you 
And Am, 1 Uli 
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LS oo a 
POSTSCRIPT. 


SIR; 


Ince the Finiſhing this LETTER, is come 
out Dr. Bs Enquiry into the Fudement 
ug Practice of the Catholic Charch, as to Lay- 
\W1r7/m In the Appendiæ to which, he alſo 
ls the Lord Biſhop of Oxford to Account, for 
CHARGE. He does no more than, like 
Eccho, faintly Recite the Fag-end of 
fletions. I have therefore only a few ſhort 
marks to make upon it. | 


at the very Doctrine of the Validity of Lay- 
aptifim, which His Lordſhip defends, is the 


Anſwer to which, I have only this to ſay, 
hat wheneyer the moſt Learned of His Lord- 
es Oppoſers ſhall make it appear, that it is 
t the Doctrine of the Catholic Chxrch, and of 
e Church of England; it ſhall be reckon'd no 
front to have calFd it Popery. In the mean 
nile, it is incumbent on Dr. B-—, and his 
tends, to prove, that his Doctrine is not 
Uuritannical, For I think it will be no Ad- 
- -* Þntage to Dr. B—'$s Reputation, that thoſe 
dries in. which he oppoſes the Biſhpp, are 


uritane, and were firſt uſed by them, in Op- 
ſition. to the Church of Englund. = 

-& 2. The Door is alſo unwilling to conſent, 

it the Umverſity of Oxford do indeed allow 


ve Real Orders, and Valid Sacraments. He 
& ll have it, that the Univerſity only * 
that 


geſrd Dottrine of the Church of Rome., 


her Popiſh, or elſe Originally taken from the 


II. He, with Good - manners, tells the Biſhop, Pag. tog. 


Pag. 106. 


e Foreign Churches who have no Biſhops, to 


PI a 
: 


. „ N10. 


Brethren. Their Words are theſe: Alieniſim 


_** 1nevitable Neceſſity, rather than by tha 
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that God may accept what they do with good 
rention, for want of Ability, or Opportunity, Wd. 
Knotoſcdge to do better. And tho" they ha 
neither real Orders nor Sacraments, yet it 
poſfble be may be Gracious to them 

Is not this a mighty Compliment ? May n 
God be thus Gracious to Fews, Turks a 
Heathens allo? F muſt leave it. to that) 
nerable Body to determine, whether they d 
intend thus to Prevaricate with their Chriſty 


eft 4 noſtra Charitate Eccleſias illas Reformata 
guæ ineluetabilt neceſſitatis lege adactas, a P 
meva Epiſcopalis Regiminis forma baud ſponte ſ 
receſſerunt, tanquam. legitimis Paſtoribs aut d 
cramentis rite adminiſtratis, penitus deſtituia 
rigid nimit cenſura damnare : It is not at 
* agreeable to our Charity, to condemn, wit 
** tooſevere a Cenſure, thoſe Reformed Church 
* as utterly deſtitute of Lawtul Paſtors, an 
** Sacraments duly adminiſtred 3 which, b# 


* own Choice, have receded from the Primiti 
Form of Epiſcopal: Government. If ther 
be any Probity in theſe Learned Gentleme 
methinks, this is fairly to confeſs, That ta den 
them to have Lawfu! Paſtors, and Sacramen 
rightly adminiſtred, would be too rigid and ſeve! 
a Cenſure. pol] 01 228 
3. Jo confirm this Acount of King Jane 
allowing Lay-Baptiſm Valid, altho' he did ni 
approve that any but a Lawſu! Miniſter ſhou 
Baptize ; the ſame Author has obſerved, Th 
King Jumes the Firſt's own Children were n 
Baptized by Miniſters Epifcopally Ordaine 
but by Presbyterians. This Dr. B— u 
not admit of; becauſe, altho the Presbyteri 
Government was at that time Settled in Scotlan 


1 1 


[ 47 ] 
od If there might be Miniſters there Epiſcopally 
ty, Mdained, and the Nr cen might be Bap- 
\ bafged by one of them. At this rate, he may 
it Jubt alſo whether King James the Second's 
ildren were Baptized by Proteſtant Mini- 
iy urs, becauſe there might be Popiſh Prieſts in 
s afiz/and at the time of their Birth. But I 1 
at Mpuld rather take it for a fure Rule, That the 
y dildren of Princes of the Blood are alway 
riſtiSptized by Miniſters of the Eſtabliſhed Church 
ſemdſWeſs the contrary could be plainly proved. 
mats. The Laſt Thing obſervable, is, his fol- 
a Ping you in that odd Conceit, of ſuppoſing 
ate . dination to be Valid without . I 
aut ſve you both to Reconcile it with the Senſe 
itutalff the Primitive Church: For I take it for 
at Wanted, that St. Ferom ſpeaks agreeably to - 
„ witt, when he expreſſes himſelf thus againſt 
urch Luciferian ; Novam rem aſſeris ut quiſquam 
-s, an i/tianus faftus ſit ab eo qui non foes Chri- 
ch, Hr: © Tis wholly new, to maintain, That 
7 thaſeny One ſhould be made a Chriſtian, by 
mitiſpbne who himſelf never was a Chriſtian.” 
f theſi® Argument from St. Paul's being call'd 
lemaſſraculouſly to be an Apoſtle, before he was 
a denfptized ; is juſt as if One ſhould plead, That 
-amenWſrmation may be good to a Child that was 
' ſevenger Chriſien'd, becauſe the firſt Converted 
Niles received the Holy-Ghoſt before they 
Jameiſſre Baptized. | 
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